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001099 BRIGGS LAW CORPORATION

San Dizgo Office . o Inland Empire Office:
3683 Bufbvs foenus, Wo. 376 98 East “07 Streer, Suite 111
SanDizgo, CA 92111-2705 . Upland, CA 91786
Teliphions: 858-F95-D082 ‘ Telephone: $09-949-7115
Faceimile: B58-495-9138 Facsimile: 908-949-7121
Pleuse respond to: Inland Empire QOffice BLC Filefs) 1007.99

31 July 2007

Elizabeth Maland, City Clerk Via Facsimile Only

City of San Diego
202 C Street, 2nd Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Re: .. Opposition to Item 341 on Today’s City Council Agenda and
Item 7 on Redevelopment Agency’s Agenda

Dear Ms. Maland:

On behall of Citizens for Responsibie Equitable Environmentiai Deveiopment, I am

" writing to urge the Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Diego and the City Council

not to approve the above-identified agenda items. The Redevelopment Agency is not in

compliance with the “annual report” requirements under Health and Safety Code Section

33080.1 and with other provisions of the Community Redevelopment Law with respect to

financial reporting. (In fact, litigation was commenced against the Redevelopment Agency
and the City of San Diego earlier today on this very topic.)

© Until there is full compliance with the financial-reporting requirements of the
Community Redevelopment Law, approval of the above-identified items will be illegal.

For these reasons, I urge the Redevelopment Agency and the City Council not to
approve these items. :

Siﬁccrely,

BRIGGS LAWCORPORATION

,
Cgb Briggs
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001101  BRiGGS LAW CORPORATION

San Diego Office: Infand Empire Office:
5663 Balboa Avenue, NWo. 376 99 East “C" Street, Suite 111
San Diego, CA 92111-2705 Upland, CA 81786
Telephone: 858-495-9082 ) Telepfone: 909-949-7115
Facsimile: 858-495-9138 Facsimile: 909-949-7121
Please respond to: Infand Empire Office BLE Filefs): 1007.99

27 July 2007--Corrected Letter

Eric Symons Via Facsimile and U.S. Mail
City Planning and Community Investment

City of San Diego

202 C Street, MS 4A

San Diego, CA 92101-3864

Re: Reguest to Inspect and Obtain Copies of Public Records

Dear Mr Symons:

Thank you for your July 26, 2007 response to my client’s July 15, 2007 request to
inspect and obtain copies of public records. Your response raises two questions.

First, on whose behalf was your response made? Were youresponding on behalfof
the City of San Diego, the Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Diego, Centre City
Development Corporation, Southeastern Economic Development Corporation, or some
combination thereof? I received a phone call last night from CCDC’s attorney, which
suggests to me that your response does not cover CCDC. Please clarify the scope of your
response today, in writing, so that I do not erroneously pursue other recipients of my
request.

Second, what about the public records responsive to item nos. 2-4 in my request?
Your response makes no reference to such records at all. Do those records exist or not?
If so, they must be made available immediately and I will hold off only until July 31, 2007,
before compelling their disclosure through a court proceeding. If not, simply tell me so in
WEIting.

Thank you for your prompt assistance in this matter.
Sincerely,

BRIGGS LAW CORPORATION

Cory J. Briggs
ce: City Clerk Elizabeth Maland (via fax only)

Be Good to the Earth: Reduce, Reuse, Recycle
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001102 ¢1TYy COUNCIL MEETING RESULTS

DRAFT

(Please Note:

DATE: TUESDAY, JULY 31,

2007 A.M.

RECORDER: LEVENSON-CRUZ

Thig Draft Results Sheet 1is awaiting consideration by the Mayor)

ITEM R | 302895 |} Motion
ACTIONS / VOTE
NO. 0O 19653 Second
30 |Adopted (R-2008-51) R | 302895 | 3/1 [Unanimous; 5 not present
Proclaiming July 31, 2007, to be "Margaret .
Shaufelberger Day"
31 |Adopted (R-2008-14) R 302896 4/3 |Unanimous; 5 not present
Designating July 31, 2007, to be "Wiiliam
Tayari Howard Day"
50 |Introduced (0O-2008-2) I 7/2  |Unanimous; 5 not present
Authorizing the Beneficial Usc of Digester Gas
(BUDQG) - Agreements with BOC Merchant
Production, Inc.
NOTE: 6 votes required
51 |Adopted (O-2007-131 Rev.) O 19653 7/2  |Unanimous; 5-not present
Amending Chapter 6, Article 3, Division 25 of
the SDMC relating to Public Works and
Property, Public Improvement and Assessment
Proceedings
52 |Adopted (O-2007-114) 0O 19654 7/2  [Unanimous; 5-not present
Autherizing the First Amendment to the
Agreement with Hawkins, Delafield & Wood for
Arbitrage Services
NOTE: 6 votes required
53 |Adopted (0-2007-123) 0 19655 7/2 [Unanimous; 5-not present
Authorizing the First Amendment to the
Agreement with Bond Logistix, LLC for
Arbitrage Services
NOTE: 6 votes requtired
54 |Adopted (0-2007-137 Rev.) 0 19656 7/8 |Unanimous; 5-not present
Amending Chapter 2, Article 7, Division 40 of
the SDMC relating to the principal lobbying
Ordinance
100a |Adopted (R-2008-8) R | 302897 | 6/7 }Unanimous; 5-not present
Inviting Bids for Water Group 3003
100b |Adopted (R-2008-9) R 3028938 6/7 |[Unanimous; 5-not present
Authonzmg the MND No. 9317 for Water
Group 3003




001103 BRIGGS LAW CORPORATION

San Diege Office: ' Infand Empire Office:
5663 Balboa Avenue, No. 376 99 East “C" Street, Suite 111
San Diego, CA 92111-2705 Upland, (A 81786
Telephone: 858-495-9082 Telephone: 909-949-7115
Facsimile: §58-495-9138 Facsimile: 909-949-7121
Please respond to: Infand £ mpire Office BLC File(s): 1007.11

31 July 2007

Christopher Cox, Chairman

U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission
100 F Street, NE

Washington, DC 20549

Re: Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Diego

Dear Chairman Cox:

In light of your recent speech in Los Angeles, California, regarding “integrity in the
municipal marketplace,” I am writing to provide you with a copy of a complaint filed today
in San Diego County Supernior Court against the Redevelopment Agency of the City of San
Diego and other public agencies. The complaint alleges that the Redevelopment Agency
has failed to prepare its “annual report” for fiscal years 2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006,
including “[a]n independent financial audit report for the . . . fiscal year.” See CAL. HEALTH
& SAFETY CODE § 33080.1(a). The exhibits attached to the complaint include a letter from
the Redevelopment Agency admitting that it has not prepared these reports. Furthermore,
the California State Controller’s Office has confirmed that the Redevelopment Agency has
not filed these reports as required by law.' See id., § 33080(a) (requiring annual report to
be filed with Controller).

I believe that the financial markets should be made aware of the Redevelopment
Agency’s non-compliance with all applicable financial-reporting laws and the effectof such
-non-compliance on the Agency’s municipal securities.

Sincerely,

BRIGGS LAW CORPORATION

Cory J. Briggs

Enclosures

I See <http:/fwww.sco.ca.gov/ard/local/locrep/redevelop/reports/0506redevelop.pdf>, p. iv, n. 2 (fiscal year
2005-06); <http//www .sco.ca.goviard/local/locrep/redevelop/reports/0405redevelop. pdf>, p. iv,n. 2 (fiscal year 2004-
05); <http://www . sco.ca.gov/ard/local/locrep/redevelop/reports/0304redevelop.pdf.,, p.iv, n. 3 (fiscal year 2003-04); and
<http:/fwww sco.ca.gov/ard/localllocrep/redevelop/reports/0203redevelop.pdf>, p. iv, n. 2 (fiscal year 2002-03).

Be Good to the Earth: Reduce, Reuse, Recycle
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http://www.sco.ca.gov/ard/local/locrep/redevelop/reports/0506redevelop.pdf%5e
http://www.sco.ca.gov/ard/local/locrep/redevelop/reports/0405redevelop.pdf
http://www.sco.ca.gov/ard/local/locrep/redevelop/reporls/0304redevelop.pdf.,p.iv,n.3
http://www.sco.ca.gov/ard/local/locrep/redevelop/reports/0203redevelop.pdf

Oghé‘ilia@(:gbrismpher Cox July 31, 2007
.5 decdrithes and Exchange Commission Page 2

cc:

Mayor Jerry Sanders, City of San Diego (via e-mail only)

Councilmember Scott Peters, City of San Diego (via e-mail only)

Councilmember Kevin Fautconer, City of San Diego (via e-mail only)

Councilmember Toni Atkins, City of San Diego (via e-mail only)

Councilmember Tony Young, City of San Diego (via e-mail only}

Councilmember Brian Maienschein, City of San Diego (via e-mail only)

Councilmember Donna Frye, City of San Diego (via ¢-mail only)

Councilmember Jim Madaffer, City of San Diego (via e-mail only)

Councilimember Ben Hueso, City of San Diego (via e-mail only)

City Attorney Michael Aguirre, City of San Dicgo {via e-mail only)

Chief Financial Officer Jay Goldstone, City of San Diego (via e-mail only)

Deputy Chief Operating Officer for Land Use and Ecoromic Development Jim Waring, City of
San Diego (via e-mail onty)

Be Good to the Earth: Reduce, Reuse, Recyele
S
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BRIGGS LAW CORPORATION [rne: 1007.11] . iR 3 O S
Cory J. Briggs (State Bar no. 176284) T
Karen L. Skaret (State Bar no. 239779)

99 East “C” Street, Suite 111

Upland, CA 91786

Tclephone 909-949-7115

Attorneys for Plaintiff and Petltloner szens for
Responsible Equitable Enwmnmental Development

BLC COPY

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA -
COUNTY OF SAN DIEGO--CENTRAL DIVISION -

CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBLE EQUITABLE} CASE No. 37-2007-00072076-CU-COCTL
ENVIRONMENTAL DEVELOPMENT, . g _
 Plaintiff and Petitioner, ) VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR
_ : ) DECLARATORY. AND INJUNCTIVE
vs. L ) RELIEF AND PETITION FOR WRIT OF

o ;‘MANDATEUNDERTHECONHVIUNI‘I'Y-
REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THECITY OF ) REDEVELOPMENT LAW . AND THE
SAN DIEGO; CITY OF SAN DIEGO; CENTRE ) CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT
CITY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, INC. _
SOUTHEASTERN ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION; and DOES 1 through 100, - -

Defendants and Respondents.

* Plaintiff and Petitioner CITIZENS FOR RESPONSIBLE EQUITABLE ENVIRONMENTAL
DEVELOPMENT ("CREED") alleges as follows in this Verified Complaint for Declaratory and
Injunctive Relief and fetit:i_oq for Writ of Mandate under the Community Redevelopment Law and the
California Public Records Act: ‘ | |

Inti*dducto:;y Statement
1 CREED brings this acuon under the Commumty Redevelopment Law (“CRL™) and the
Cahforma Public Records Act (“Act”) CREED submitted a written request to inspect and obtain

copies of certain public records in the possession of Defendants/Respondents, but they have failed to
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respond in full as required by the CPRA. What little they did say, however, demonstrates that they have
violated the CRL.
Parties 7

2 CREED is a non-profit corporation formed and operating undér the laws of the State of
California, Its purpose is, among other things, to advocate for responsible and equitable environmental
developmerit for members of the public. Its members include citizens and taxpayers residing in or doing
business in the City of San Diego.

3. Defendants/Respondents REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY OF THE CITY OF SAN
DIEGO (*“RASD?”), CITY OF SAN DIEGO (“CITY”), CENTRE CITY DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION, INC. (“CCDC”™), and SOUTHEASTERN ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION (“SEDC") are local agencies under the CPRA (see Gov’t CODE § 6252(a)).
Defendant and Respondem RASD is an agency under the CRL (see HEALTH & SAFETY CODE § 33003).

4, The true names and capacities of the Defendants/Respondents identified as DOES 1
through 100 are unknown to CREED, who will seek the Court’s permission to amend this pleading in
order to allege the true names and capacities as soon as they are ascertained. CREED is informed and
believes and on that basts alleges that each of the fictitiously named Defendants/Respondents | through
100 has jurisdiction by law over one or more of the acts and omissions that are the subject of this
proceeding or has some other cognizable interest in the outcome of this proceeding.

5. CREED is informed and believes and on that basis alleges that, at all times stated in this
pleading, each Defendant/Respondent was the agent, se‘rvant, or employee of each other
Defendant/Respondent and was, in doing the things alleged in this pleading, acting within the scope of
said agency, servitude, or employment and with the full knowledge or subsequent ratification of his
principals, masters, and émployers. Alternatively, in doing the things alleged in this pleading, each
Defendant/Respondent was acting alone and solely to further his own interests.

Jurisdiction and Venue

6. The Court has jurisdiction over this proceeding pursuant to Government Code Sections
6258 and 6259, Code of Civil Procedure Section 1060 et seq., and Code of Civil Procedure Section
1084 et seq.

VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE &C Page 2
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7. Venue in this Court is proper because the obligations, liabilities, and violations of law

alleged in this pleading occurred in the City of San Diego.

.FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION:
Violation of the California Public Records Act
(Against All Defendants/Respondents)

8. Paragraphs | through 7 are fully incorporated into this paragraph.

9. On orabout July 16, 2007, CREED submitted a letter to Defendants/Respondents asking

for the following items pursuant fo the CPRA:

“la.

“1b.

“IC

“id.

“le.

“1f.

“lg.

“1h.

5‘2.

VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE &C

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of
the City of San Diego to its legislative body as required by
Health and Safety Code Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year
ending in 2000.

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of
the City of San Diego to its legislative body as required by
Health and Safety Code Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year
ending in 2001.

The annual report presented by the Redevelodpment Agency of
the City of San Diego to iis legislative body as required by
Health and Safety Code Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year
ending in 2002,

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of
the City of San Diego to its legislative body as required by
Health and Safety Code Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year
ending in 2003.

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of
the City of San Diego to its legislative body as required by

Health and Safety Code Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year

ending in 2004.

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of
the City of San Diego to its legislative body as required by
Health and Safety Code Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year
ending in 2005.

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of
the City of San Diego to its legislative body as required by
Health and Safety Code Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year
ending in 2006.

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of
the City of San Diego to its legislative bodI;/ as required by
Health and Safety Code Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year
ending tn 2007.

For each and every fiscal year described in the preceding
requests, all public records informing the Redevelopment

Page 3°
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Agency of the City of San Diego’s legislative body of major
violations of the Community Redevelopment Law as required by
Health and Safety Code Section 33080.2(a).
“3. The minutes for each and every meeting at which the
Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Diego’s legislative
body took any ACTION as required by Health and Safety Code
Section 33080.2(b). (As used 1n this request, “ACTION" means
action that the legislative body deemed appropriate on a report
submitted pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 33080.1.)
“4. All statements of indebtedness and reconciliation reports filed by
the Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Diego under
Health and Safety Code Section 33675(b) from January 1, 2000,
through the date of this request.” _
(True and correct copies of CREED’s requests are attached to this pleading as Exhibit “A” and
incorporated by reference.)

10. Government Code Section 6253(c) provides as follows: “Each agency, upon a request
for a copy of records, shall, within 10 days from receipt of the request, determine whether the request,
in whole or in part, seeks copies of disclosable public records in the possession of the agency and shall
promptly notify the person making the request of the determination and the reasons therefor. * * *”

11.  OnoraboutJuly 26,2007, Eric Symons responded on behalf of Defendants/Respondents
to items Ia through 1h of CREED’s request. Mr. Symons indicated that “the independent financial
audit reports . . . are not available to date for fiscal years 2003-2006. . . .” Mr. Symons did not respond
to items 2 through 4 of CREED’s request. (A true and correct copy of the response by Mr. Symons is
attached to this pleading as Exhibit “B” and incorporated by reference.)

12. On or about July 27, 2007, CREED replied to Mr. Symons by asking, among other
things, about the status of a response to items 2 through 4 of CREED’s request. CREED received no
answer to its reply to Mr. Symons. (A true and correct copy of CREED’s reply to Mr. Symons is
attached to this pleading as Exhibit “C” and incorporated by reference.)

13. Items 2 through 4 of CREED’s request are public records under the CPRA.

14. The failure of Defendants/Respondents to respond to CREED’s request with respect to
items 2 through 4 and allow CREED to inspect and obtain copies of the requested public records is

unlawful under the CPRA.

VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE &C Page 4
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15. CREED has been injured as a result of the unlawful failure of Defendants/Respondents
to respond to CREED’s request with respect to items 2 through 4 and aliow CREED to inspect and
obtain copies of the requested public records, but money damages are an insufficient legal remedy.

* SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION:
Writ of Mandate under Code of Civil Procedure Section 1084 ef seq.
(Against All Defendants/Respondents for CPRA Violations)

16. Paragraphs 1 through 15 are fully incorporated into this paragraph.

17. The CPRA requires Defendants/Respondents to permit CREED to inspect and obtain
copies of items 2 through 4 of CREED’s request that are not exempt from disclosure.

18. Defendants/Respondents had and continue to have a mandatory public duty under the
CPRA to permit CREED to inspect and obtain copies of items 2 through 4 of CREED s request because

they are public records that are not exempt from disclosure. The persistence of Defendants/Respondents

in failing to permit CREED to inspect and obtain copies of these items violates the CPRA and denies

'CREED of public information to which it is entitled under the CPRA.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION:
Violation of the Community Redevelopment Law
(Against All Defendants/Respondents except CITY)

19.  Paragraphs 1 through 18 are fully incorporated into this paragraph.

20.  Health and Safety Code Section 33080.1 requires every redevelopment agency to present
an annual report to its legislative body within six months of the end of the agency’s fiscal year.

21.  Defendants/Respondents fatled to present annual reports to RASD’s legislative body for
fiscal years 2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006, even though more than six months has passed since the end
of each of those fiscal years.

22. The failure of Defendants/Respondents to present the annual reporfs for fiscal years
2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006 to RASD’s legmslative body 1s unlawful under the CRL.

23.  CREED has been injured as a result of the unlawful failure of Defendants/Respondents
to present the annual reports for fiscal years 2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006 to RASD’s legislative body,

but money damages are an insufficient legal remedy.

VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND [RJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE &C Page 5
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FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION:
Writ of Mandate under Code of Civil Procedure Section 1084 er seq.
(Against All Defendants/Respondents except CITY for CRL Violations)

24. Paragraphs 1 through 23 are fully incorporated into this paragraph.

23, The CRL requires Defendants/Respondents to present an annual report to RASD’s
legislative body for fiscal years 2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006 within six months of the end of each fiscal
year.

26.  Defendants/Respondents had and continue to have a mandatory public duty under the
CRL to present an annual report to RASD’s legislative body for fiscal years 2003, 2004, 2005, and
2006. The persistence of Defendants/Respondents in failing to present the annual reports to RASD’s
legislative body wviolates the CRL and denies CREED and other members of the public of the
information and legal protections to which they are entitled under the CRL.

Prayer

For all these reasons, CREED respectfully prays for the following relief against
Defendants/Respondents jointly and severally:

1. On the First Cause of Action:

A. Preliminary and permanent injunctive relief directing them to penﬁit CREED to
inspect and obtain copies of the requested public records; and

B. An order determining and declaring that their failure to permit CREED to
inspect and obtain copies of the requested public records does not comply with
the CPRA.

2. On the Second Cause of Action:

A. An order determining and declaring that their failure to permit CREED to
inspect and obtain copies of the requested public records does not comply with
the CPRA; and

B. A writ of mandate (/) ordering them to comply with the CPRA and (i)
prohibiting each of them from refusing to permit CREED to inspect and obtain

copies of the requested public records.

VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE &C Page 6
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3. On the Third Cause of Action:

A. Preliminary and permanent injunctive relief (i) directing them to present annual
reports for fiscal years 2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006 to RASD’s legislative body
and (if) prohibiting them from receiving or expending any funds or incurring any
debt unless and until they fully comply with the CRL; and

B. An order determining and declaring that their failure to present the annual
reports for fiscal years 2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006 to RASD’s legislative body
does not comply with the CRL.

4. On the’Fomh Cause of Action:

A An order determining and declaring that their failure to present annual reports
for fiscal years 2003, 2004, 2005, and 2006 to RASD’s legislative body does not
comply with the CRL; and

B. A writ of mandate (7) ordering them to compty with the CRL and (i7) prohibiting
each of them from (a) refusing to present annual reports for fiscal years 2003,
2004, 2005, and 2006 to RASD’s legislative body and (b) receiving or
expending any funds and incurring any debt unless and until they fully comply

_ with the CRL.
5. On All Causes of Action:

A. An order providing for the Court’s continuing jurisdiction over this proceeding
in order to ensure that they comply with the CRL, the CPRA, and all other
applicable laws;

B. All attorney fees and other legal expenses incurred by CREED in connection

with this proceeding; and

[This space is intentionally blank.]

VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE &C Page 7
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C. Any further relief that this Court may deem appropriate.

Date: July 31, 2007. Respectfully submitted,-

BRIGGS LAW CORPORATION
Cory J. Briggs
Karen L. Skaret

By:

Cory J. Briggs

Attorneys for Plaintiff and Petitioner Citizens for
Responsible Equitable Environmental Development

VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE &C Page 8
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VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND
PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE UNDER THE COMMUNITY
REDEVELOPMENT LAW AND THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT

Exhibit “A”
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BRIGGS LAW CORPORATION

San Dicgo Office: Inland Empire Office:
5663 Balboa Avenue, Wo. 376 99 East “C" Street, Suite 111
San Diego, CA 92111-2705 Upland, CA 91786
Telephone: 858-495-9082 Telephione: 909-949-7115
Facsimile: §58-495-9138 Facsimile: 909-949-7121
Please respond to: Inland Empire Office BLE File(s): 100799

16 July 2007

Public Records Officer Via Facsimile and U.S. Mail
City of San Diego :

c/o City Clerk Elizabeth Maland

202 C Street, 2nd Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Re: Reguest to Inspect and Obtain Copies of Public Records

Dear Public Records Qfficer:

On behalf of Citizens for Responsible Equitable Environmental Development and
pursuant to the California Public Records Act (GOV'T CODE § 6250 et seq.), | am writing
to request an opportunity to inspect and obtain copies of the “public records” (as that term
is defined under the Act) listed on Attachment 1: Categories of Requested Public Records
to this request.

I ask that you make a determination on this request within 10 days of your receiving
it, or even sooner if you can do so without having to review the responsive records. If you
believe that any of these records is exempt from disclosure, [ urge you to note in your reply
whether the exemption is discretionary and, if so, whether you are required to exercise your
discretion to withhold the record in this particular case. If you determine that any portion
of the responsive records is exempt from disclosure and that you intend to withhold that
portion, I ask that you redact that portion for the time being and make the other portion
available as requested. In any event, please respond with a signed notification citing the
legal authorities on which you rely if you determine that any portion of the responsive
records, if not all of them, i1s exempt and will not be disclosed.

If public records responsive to this request are available in one or more non-paper
formats (including but not limited to electronic, magnetic, or digital formats), make sure
that your response to this request includes production of all responsive records in non-paper
formats even if the records are also available in paper format. If there are no records
responsive to a particular category listed on Attachment I, please confirm in writing that
such records do not exist; and if responsive records used to exist but have been lost, stolen,
or destroyed, please (/) identify the date of loss, theft, or destruction and (i7) provide a copy
of all available evidence of the loss, theft, or destruction.

All responsive records must be produced for inspection before my client will pay for
copies, unless | agree otherwise in writing after receiving your estimate of copying costs.

Be Good to the Earth: Reduce, Reuse, Recycle

e
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Public Records Officer July 16, 2007
City of San Diego Page 2

Furthermore, my client reserves the right to make its own reproduction of the responsive
records, at its own €xpense.

This request is also being made pu'rsuant to Health and Safety Code Section
33080(b).

Thank you for your time and aftention to this matter. If I can provide any
clarification that will help you to expedite this request, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

BRIGGS LAW CORPORATION

Cory J. Briggs

Be Good to the Earth: Reduce, Reuse, Recycle

25
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la.

1b.

lc.

1d.

le.

If.

lg.

Ih.

Attachment 1: Categories of Requested Public Records

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of the City of
San Diego to its legislative body as required by Heaith and Safety Code
Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year ending in 2000.

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of the City of
San Diego to its legislative body as required by Health and Safety Code
Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year ending in 2001.

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of the City of
San Diego to its legislative body as required by Health and Safety Code
Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year ending in 2002.

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of the City of
San Diego to its legislative body as required by Health and Safety Code
Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year ending in 2003.

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of the City of
San Diego to its legislative body as required by Health and Safety Code
Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year ending in 2004,

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of the City of
San Diego to its legislative body as required by Health and Safety Code
Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year ending in 2005.

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of the City of
San Diego to its legislative body as required by Health and Safety Code
Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year ending in 2006.

The annual report presented by the Redevelopment Agency of the City of
San Diego to its legislative body as required by Health and Safety Code
Section 33080.1 for the fiscal year ending in 2007.

For each and every fiscal year described in the preceding requests, all public
records informing the Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Diego’s
legislative body of major violations of the Community Redevelopment Law
as required by Health and Safety Code Section 33080.2(a).

[Attachment I continues on next page.]

Be Good to the Earth: Reduce, Reuse, Recycle
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Attachment 1: Categories of Requested Public Records

The minutes for each and every meeting at which the Redevelopment
Agency of the City of San Diego’s legislative body took any ACTION as
required by Health and Safety Code Section 33080.2(b). (As used in this
request, “ACTION” means action that the legislative body deemed
appropriate on a report submitted pursuant to Health and Safety Code
Section 33080.1.)

All statements of indebtedness and reconciliation reports filed by the
Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Diego under Health and Safety
Code Section 33675(b) from January 1, 2000, through the date of this
request. , '

[Attachment ] ends here.]

Be Good to the Tarth: Reduce, Reuse, Recyele
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VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND
PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE UNDER THE COMMUNITY
REDEVELOPMENT LAW AND THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT

Exhibit “B”



From:City of San Diego Planning B18+236+6478 07/27/2007 07:18 1254 P.002/002

The Crry oF SaN Dieco

July 26, 2007

VIA FACSDMILE TO (909) 9497121 & U.8. MAIL

Cory J. Briggs

Briggs Law Corporation

9% East “C” Street, Suite 111
Upland, CA 91786

Reference: Public Records Act Rexquest of July 16, 2007
Dear Cory Briggs

Reference is made to the above-mentioned public records act request dated July 16, 2007 made by
your firm regarding fiscal year annual reporis presented by the Redcvelopmcnt Agency to its
legislaiive body. 1

The .vpf“'ung on Agency activities pertaining to housing and the slleviation of blight among other
items s performed by Agency staff. This information has been compiled each fiscal year and
reported to the State in accordance with the law. The State’s summary of this data for the Agency 1s
available online through Fiseal Year 2005 at htp:/fwww.hed.ca gov/hpd/rda/04-05/rdasum04-
03.pdf. The State's summary of FY 2006 data should be available online by August 2007,

While the Agency compiled the available data (with exception of the independent financial audit
reports which are not available to date for fiscal years 2003-2006) and consistently submitted the
data to the State each fiscal year in accordance with the law, records indicate that the Agency has
not presented annual reports as a formal agenda item to the City Council. As a practical matter, the
mformation typically contained in these reports has been reviewed by the Agency (and thus the City
Council) each year as a part of the review and approval of the Agency’s annual budget.

It you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerel y,

Cnmmumcatmm Manager

cc: Janice Weinrick, Deputy Executive Director, Redevelopment Agency
Scott Mercer, Supervising Management Anatyst, City Redevelopment Division

City Planning ond Community Investment
e 22 Stes, 45 44 o Son Dego, CA 921013064
R el (519) 2355200 Fox (619) 5335051



http://www.hcd.ca,gov/hpd/rda/O4-05/nlasumO405.pdf
http://www.hcd.ca,gov/hpd/rda/O4-05/nlasumO405.pdf
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VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND
PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE UNDER THE COMMUNITY
REDEVELOPMENT LAW AND THE CALIFORNIA PUBLIC RECORDS ACT

Exhibit “C”
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The City of San Diego

. DATE ISSUED: April 14, 1992 REPORT NO. P-92-097
ATTENTION : Honorable Mayor and city Councilmembers, Agenda of
- April 21, 1992,
SUBJECT: MISSION VALLEY COMMUNITY PLAN/GENERAL PLAN
AMENDMENT.
REFERENCE: City cCouncil Hearinqs of July 9 and 23, 1990
- regarding the Mission Valley Planned Dlstrlct
Ordinance.
BUMMARY :
Issues: - This report addresses an amendment to the Mission

Valley Community Plan and the Progress Guide and General
Plan to redesignate several hillside areas south of -
Interstate 8 from various commercial designaticns to open
space. In addition, other amendments to the Mission Valley
Community Plan are proposed to correct boundary errors and
add clarity to the Plan regarding the Mission Valley West
Light Rail Transit line and specific plan areas.

Planning Commission Recommendation: - On January 23, 1992,

the Planning Commission voted 5 to @ to approve and-
recommend City Councll adoption of the proposed Miss*on
Valley Community Plan/General Plan Amendment

Manager's Recommendation: - APPROVE the proposed Mlssion
Valley Community Plan/General Plan Amendment.. .

Communit Group Recommendatiop: - On February 5,
1992, the Mission Valley Unified Plannlng Committee voted
15-0-1 to approve the Mission Valley Community Plan/General

Plan Amendment.

Other Recommendatjons: - On January 21, 1992, the Greater
North Park Planning Committee voted 8- 0- ~3 to approve the
Mission Valley Community Plan/General Plan Amendment. On
February 4, 1992, Uptown Planners voted 17-0-1 to approve
the project. The Normal Heights and Kensington-Talmadge
community planning groups have been notified of the proposal
but have not submitted recommendations to date.

— PR

Wﬁ%lf A£$M¢ 9ﬂ2/‘?2




.Z//.ﬂ’}/da ;

’
r

2o

//ﬁ/_ﬂw_a¢ _é&mé/oh 14,7::._@4/41 bree

PO7TS]

JS)H028  Jadle

Dédzé/zwa c_faz__Z?éacz;_/Qw—?éuf yid

L2 it/

20 //Qﬁ#

i

ffa%#z_ﬂf,&yﬂegﬁmlﬁm 74/

/‘Z%/ﬁ}éﬁé—;/f{ya -ZL_ZQ;@/QA/_&L_ Ay

- Zv_é_//_dy——,%ﬁ&*-—;—éf_—-djfé@ 2

- Mné_wﬁ /_ﬂ/ -

I/ D70/t HC

Y prd 7&/4‘?5_@’_/24%4&_}&__4/ .

r%@ewmcz/&éz{;&gl___
T |




001127 ERRATA FOR THE
REDEVELOPMENT PLAN FOR THE CENTRE CITY PROJECT

100.4 This Redevelopment Plan (the "Plan") for the Centre
City Redevelopment Project (the "Proiject") is a compilation and
continuation of the Redevelopment Plans for the merged Columbia,
Marina and Gaslamp Quarter Projects, and also applies to the
area added to the merged Projects by the Merger and Expansion
Amendments to the Columbia, Marina and Gaslamp Quarter
Redevelopment Projects approved and adopted by the City Council
on May 11, 1992, by Ordinance No. 0-17767 (New Series) (the
"Merger and Expansion Amendments"}. For purposes of thig Plan,
the area formerly covered by the separate Columbia Project 1is
referred to as the Columbia Sub Area, the area formerly covered
by the separate Marina Project is referred to as the Marina Sub
Area, the area formerly covered by the separate Gaslamp Quarter
Project is referred to as the Gaslamp Quarter Sub Area, and the
area added by the Merger and Expansion Amendments is referred to
~as the Expansion Sub Area. - The entire area covered by this Plan
is referred to as the Centre City Redevelopment Project Area or
the "Project Area."

100.5 This Plan consists of the Text, the Legal Description
of the Project Area Boundaries ' (Attachment No. 1), the Project
Area Map {(Attachment No. 2), and the Description of Publicly-
Owned Facilities (Attachment No. 3)—and—the— Land Use—Map
{Attachment—No+—4}. The Plan, as compiled and revised by the
Merger and Expansion Amendments, was prepared by the
Redevelopment Agency of the City of San Diego (the "Agency")
pursuant to the Community Redevelopment Law of the State of
California (Health & Safety Code Sections 33000, et seq.), the
California Constitution, and all applicable local laws and
ordinances.

100.6 The proposed redevelopment of the Project Area as
described in this Plan conforms to the Progress Guide and
General Plan for the City of San Diego adopted by Resolution No.
222918 of the City Council on February 26, 1979, as amended, and
the Centre City Community Plan adopted by Resoluticn No. R-
279876 of the City Council on April 28, 1992,

100.7 This Plan, as compiled and revised by the Merger and
Expansion Amendments, 1is based upon a Preliminary Redevelopment
Plan formulated and adopted by the Planning Commission of the



' MEETING SUMMARY.

Subject: Ogbl»g@ults in Downtown San Diego and CCDC’s 11th A
0 own Community Plan and EIR.

When: Monday, August 27, at 9:00 am.
Where: 15th Floor Conference Room of the City Attorney's Gfice.

Attendees:  Mr. Robert Manis of DSD,
Mr. Wemner Landry of DSD and also the City Geologist, 9 >3\,
Mr. Paul McNeil of Kevin Faulconer’s Council District 2 Ofseg
Mr. Brad Richter of CCDC,
Ms. Shirley Edwards of the City Attormey’s Office,
Mr. Houston Carlyle of the City Attorney’s Office,
Ms. Katheryn Rhodes a concerned Citizen.

Background: During the July 31, 2007 City Council Meeting regarding CCDC's 11th Amendment to the
Downtown Community Plan, Katheryn Rhodes mentioned three incorrect maps that do not show the active
Coronado Fault or the active Spanish Bight Fault in the official Downtown Community Plan and associated
EIR. The three maps that need corrections include:

Figure 13-1 ~ Topography, Faults and Liquefaction (Downtown Community Plan, Page 13-3).
<htte Hharmang cede nnm/v-pcnnrnr—:ofrpcnnrr-p FlpcfQT\{“D 13 Health an@hl hr”')
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Figure 5.5-1 - Géologic Formations and Faults (EIR, Chapter 5, Page 151).
<http://media.cede.com/resources/resource files/FEIR 05 Environmental Impacts.pdf>

Figure 5.5-2 - Geologic Hazards (EIR, Chapter 5, Page 153).
<htip://media.cede.com/resources/resource files/FEIR 05 Environmental Impacts.pdf>

Council Persons Kevin Faulconer and Donna Frye, tasked Mr. Richter of CCDC and the City Attorney’s office
with analyzing and changing the maps, as appropriate, to conform with the official State of California Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone map for the Point Loma Quadrangle, Effective May 1, 2003.

<http://www.laplayaheritage.com/I.a%20Playa/point_loma%200Quad%20AP%20Zone.pdf>

Discussion and Agreement: All agreed that the three maps need to be updated to conform to existing
conditions. Required changes to the three maps include revisions showing both the Coronado Fault and the
Spanish Bight Fault of the Rose Canyon Fault Zone (RCFZ) as active and in the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zone. In addition, the western boundary of the Downtown Special Studies Zone needs to be changed to the
United States Bulkhead Line of San Diego Bay to conform to the legal area stated in Footnote 3, of Sheet 3, of
the City of San Diege’s 1995 Seismic Safety Study (see attached document).

Mr. Richter of CCDC will contact the consultant that wrote the Downtown Community Plan and associated EIR.
Mr. Landry, the City Geologist, will work with the consultant to make the required changes to the maps and
submit them to Mr. Richter for inclusion into the Downtown Community Plan and EIR. The changes to the three
referenced maps will not be part of the 11" Update to the Downtown Community Plan, but will instead be
officially introduced as part of the 2% Update or sooner, if possible.

Respectfully Submitted,
Katheryn Rhodes, 371 San Fernando Street, San Diego, California 92106, (619) 523-4350,
rhodesi@laplavaheritage.com



http://www.cede.cotn/resources/resource
http://media.ccdc.com/rcsources/rcsource%20filcs/FEIR%2005%20Environmental%20Impacts.pd�
http://media.ccdc.com/resources/resource%20flles/FEIR%2005%20Environmental%20Impacts.DdP
http://www.laplavaheritage.com/La%20Plava/point
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3. FAULTS AND FAULT ZONES - HAZARD CATEGORY 11, 12 AND 13. Active and
otentially activa faults are defined In the most recant edition of "Fault-
upture Hazard Zones in Califomia,” Sima Publication 42, Cafifornia
Departmant of Conservation, Division of Mines and Gealogy, a copy of which
— . is on file at the office of the Gity Clark. |

Fault zones define the limits within which faults are suspected. Fault
zones include the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones, The Downtown
g,m:m Fault Zone, as well as the area one hundred (100) feet on both

deas of the fautt lines indicated on the current San Diego Seismic Safe
Study (SDSSS) maps. Refer to SDSSS maps for location of fauits'and fault
zones. - - - '

n:-Special Fault Zone consists of an area beninning at the: ~
-B“m ne ol Laure '1::;%»: ineof— -
Highway 183, thence in a general westerly and southwestarly-direction along
the centeriine of Laurel Strest to the intersection of the centerine of ... ...
Hathor Drive: B8N0 W iy to the [ntersaction of the US Bulkhead [lna:~+
‘Bay:thenca in 3 gengralsouthary and southeastem N
7said Bulkhead line {o-an intarsketion of the southwesterly profonnation. -
eriine: ot 28th Street; thance northarly alanp the canteriine o
- 28th Streat to the intersaction of the centerline of Ocgan View Boulevard,
- thance northwesterly alang the ceaterline of Ocean View Boulevard 1o the.
intersection of the centerling of 25th Street to the intersection of the
centeriine of Russ Boillevard, thence wastedy.alen%ge prolangation of the
centsriine of Russ Boulevard to-the intersection of the centerling of Highway
1-5; thenca In a general northarly and westerly direction along the,
-centerfing of Highway 1-5 to the Intsrsection of the centeriine of Highway
183, thence gensrally northery along the centerfine of Highway 163 to the
point or place of baginning.

R e e e T et

e R

4. LIQUEFACTION POTENTIAL - HAZARD CATEGORY 31 AND 32. When an
invastigation is required, adhere to Section 1804.5 of the Uniform Bullding
Coda for minimium requirements. )

5. GEOLOGIC STUDY. An investigation of the geologic condition is required for
* sites where geclogic hazards are suspected, prior to obtaining.a buflding
parmit. The investigation will either consist of a preliminary study,a -
Geologic Reconnaissance,” or an in-depth study including field work and
analysis, a "Geologic Investigation.” The geologic reconnaissance report-
and the geologic investigation nmert shall include alil partinent
requirements as-established by the Building Official. Al reports shal be
p{apared in accordance with the most recent edition of the City of San Diego
echnical Guidelines for Geotachnical Reports,” on file with the City Clerk.
These minimum requirements shali be augmented by geologic evaluations
pertinent to the of proposed projsct and anticipated msthod of
construction, which elemenmts should be described in the report. For buildings
located In both a fault zone and a hazard category zons, the most restrictive
requirament shall govern. -

Regardtess of the requirements of Table 3-A, the Bullding Official may
require a geclogic reconnaissance report or a geologic investigation report
for atr:z site if the Bu1ld1nq£fﬁc_ial has reason to befiave that a geologic

harard mav aviet at tho ¢
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http://quake.usgs. gov/recentegs/>

4 2007/08/30 02:53:08 32.768N 117.337W 10.6 12 km
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http://earthquake.usgs.goviegcenter/shakemap/sc/shake/10274201/
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HILLSIDES

Hillsides are geological features on the landscape whose slope and
solis are in a balance with vegetation. underlying geology and the
amount of precipitation. Maintaining this equilibrium reduces the
danger to public health and safety posed by unstable hillsides. Devel-
opment atfects this equilibrium. Disturbance of hilisides can result in
the loss of slope and soil stability, increased run-off, and intensified
erosion; it can also destroy a8 community’s aesthetic resources. The
southern slopes of Mission Valley marikgthe community’s boundary and
provide an attractive and distinctive setting.

The open space areas shown in the General Plan and Progress Guide
for the City of San Diego are predominantly comprised of steep hillsides
and smail undeveloped canyons. The southern slopes of Mission Valley
are identified as part of that open space system. The major portion of
the slopes are currently zoned for low-density residential development
{R-1-5000, R-1-40,000), and. are further regulated by the Hillside
review (HR} Overlay Zone. As demand for land increases, these hill-
sides are more likely to face development pressure. Due to the impact
hillside development can have on the comnmunity’s health and safety,
and on land, water, economic, and visual resources, it is apparent that
if they are developed it must be in a manner compatible with hillside
ecology. Whereas the southern slopes have been mainiained in close
to their natural state, the northern hillsides have been extensively
modified and disturbed by extraction and building activities. Develop-
ment oriented toward the Valley and accessed by roads from the Valley
floor shauld not extend above the 150-foot elevation contour.

OBJECTIVE

® Preserve as open space those hillsides characterized by steep
slopes or geological instability in order to control urban form,
insure public safety, provide assthetic enjoyment, and protect
biological resources.

~PROPOSALS

107

24l

a. Contain rare ar endangered species of vegetation or animal

life.
» L
" b. Caontain unstabie soils. 8
: . =
¢. Contain the primary course of a naturai drainage pattegD.

-3

Permit only low intensity developments to occur on remaining
hillsides within the HR Zone, located below the 150-foot elevation
contour,

Open Space easements should be required for those lots or
portions of lots in the HR Zone

Lot splits should not be permitted on hillsides within the HR Zone
gxcept to separate that portion of a lot in the HR Zone from that

portion not in the HR Zone for purposes of obtaining open space
easements.

Development intensity should not be determined based upon land
located within the HR Zone.

Encourage the use of planned developments {PRD/PCD) to cluster
development and retain as much open space area as possible.

Preserve the linear greenbelt and natural form of the southern
hillsides.

Rehabilitate .the northern hillsides and incorporate them into
future development,

DEVELOPMENT GUIDELINES

Grading required 1o accommodate any new development should

-disturbontyminimatlythe natural terrain. This'can be achieved by:

a. Contouring as naturally as possible 1o maintain the overail
landform.
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AMENDMENT _ : ’;

TO THE S

MISSION VALLEY COMMUNITY PLAN f &

Oon April 21, 1995, the City Council adopted an amendment to the Mission Valley
Community -Plan by Resolution ‘No. 279807. The amendment resulted in the following
changes to the community plan: i

Page 40, Fiqure 5, Land Use Plan. The redesignation of
several socuthern hillside areas to open space. Community
" plan and land use designation boundary adjustments were

also made and the Light Rail Transit {LRT) alignment was
added to this map.

Paqge 52; Figure 6, FSDRIP Specific Plan Map. Deleted.
Page 53, Fiqure 7, Northside Specific Plan Map. Deleted.
Page %4, Fiqure 8, Atlas Specific Plan Map. Deleted.

Page '55, Figure 9, Levi-Cushman Sgecific Plan Map.
Deleted.

Page 56, Figure 10, Specific flan[Multiple.Use Areas Map.
Revise to illustrate specific plan boundaries.

Page 76, Figure 17, Proposed ‘Light Rail Transit w/
Shuttle Service Map. Revise to illustrate the adopted
LRT line and station locations.

The adopted map changes are attached. These revisions will amend the Mission Valley
Community Plan. No text changes were adopted in conjunction with thie amendment.

For further information regarding theese amendments, contact the Mission Valley
Community Planner at (619) 533-3650.

DOCUMENT Nﬂ’ 279807

rep__ APR 211992

OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA
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MISSION VALLEY COMMUNITY PLAN
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Bite Bummary - 8ites A through E

Gulldu

Site A

Size: 5.14 acres (approx.)

Location: ~ South of Hotel Circle South just east of the Taylor
Street overpass . )

Parcel Nos.: 443-040-29, =30 (por.), -31, -32, -33

Ownership: Vincent & Gladys Kobets, Animal Clinic, Pacer cCoast
Development Corp., John Shattuck, Jeffrey Binter

Use: Two single-family dwellings, vacant hillsides and

flatter areas

Community Plan
Designation: Office or Commercial-Recreation

Zone'! R1-40000, some Hillside Review Overlay Zone

Bite B

Size:. 0.45 acre

Location: West of Texas Street, south of Camino del Rio South
Parcel Nos,: 438-140-14

Ownership: Harold & Helen Sadleir

Use: Vacant hillside

Community Plan
Designation: Commercial-Office

Zone: R1-40000/Hillside Review Overlay Zone

gite C

Size: 11.54 acres

Location: South of Camino del Rio South, east of I-805
Parcel Nos.: 439-080~19 and 439-040~32 L
Oownership: Mission Valley 34th Street, City of San Diego
Use: Vacant hillsides with flatter drainage area

Community Plan
Designation: Commercial-Office, Residential/Office Mix

Zone: R1-40000, some Hillside Review Overlay Zone

Attechment 3
8ite Summary — Sites A through £



vaild 4 1
Size:
Location:

Parcel Nos.:
ownership:

Use:
Community Plan
Designation:
Zone:

Bite E

size:
Location:

Yy avd

5.81 acres (approx.)
South of Camino del Rio South, west of I-15

' 439-520-20 and 439~4B0~24 (por )

Phoenix Mutual Life Insurance, Raymond and
Rebecca Willenberg
Vacant hillside

Commercial-0Office
R1-40000/Hillside Review Overlay Zone

12.72 acres
South slde of Camino del Rio South, east of

Fairmount Avenue

Parcel Nos.:
Ownership:
Use:

Community Plan
Designation:
Zone:

461-350-03, -04, -06
City of San Diego, National University
National University parking lots and

vacant hillsides (CUP in process for a church) .

Commercial~Office
R1-40000, some Hillside Review Overlay Zone

Atlachmﬁnl a
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Page 4ol 8 City ol San Diego = Information Bulietin 513 November 2003

C.

1.

GENERAL PROJECT INFORMATION

Caming del Rio South

Project Address:

Assessor's Parcel Numbétr(s) (APN): 439-480-24 Parcel Size: 3 acres

Legal Description: Lol 1 of NAGEL TRACT UNIT NQ 2 SUBDIVISION according to Map No. 4737

Existing Use: Vacamt Land

Praposed Usa {(Check all that applyl: & Single Dwelling O Mullipte Dwelling (no. of units J

U Commercial 0 Industrial 0 Scientific Research M Office 0O Other:

Describe the use:
Medical office

froject Doscriplion;

See attached.

Describe Project Background {what and when was the fast development activity on the site)?

The project site is vacant. There has been no development activity on the site.

List all permits/approvals related to the project {e.g., board of appeals approvals, lol tie agreements, easement
agreemenlts, building resiricled easements, development permits, policy approvals, subdivision approvals, or olher
special agreaments with the city), il any: '

Open space casement with the City of San Dicgo recorded December 17,1982
as Instrument No. 82-386778

Does the project include NBW CONSITUCHIDNT «oorovi i st ssrarer s s et eee ctsse s aes e saereoas A Yes (1 No

Il Yes, whal is the proposed Height/Mumber of Building Stories: Z sturies

Diees the project. inglude an interior remadel (tenant improvement)? ......ccvivccaisrsesssersssmsnssernseenns 1 Y05 & No
Lo [

N
Lisl any requested permits, actions or approvais:

Site Developent Permit and a Mission Valley Development Permit.
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Page 4

considered on a case~by-case basis 1if proposed by the property
owners. However, any development of these areas would be subject
to the trip provisions of the Mission Valley Development
Intensity District and Planned District Ordinance which would
trigger a special permit if over a nominal threshpold. 1In !
addition, depending on what portion of the site wpuld be impacted
by devélopment, a Hillside Review Permit may also be required.
Development on the remaining areas above the 150-foot contour
level is already severely restricted by the Mission valley
Community Plan, Planned District ordinance and Development
Intensity DRistrict Ordinance. Thus, no rezones are considered

necessary at this time.

Boundary Adjustments_

This amendment to the Mission Valley Community Plan Land Use Map
would correct the community boundary line on the southern and
eastern sides of Mission Valley to be consistent with adjacent
communities and the official Mission Valley boundary linz. In
addition, the multiple use designation boundary lines would be
corrected at two locatlons on the Mission Valley Community Plan
Land Use Map (Attachment 1la). : '

Light Rail Transit (LRT) Line

Metropblitan Transit Development Board (MTDB) staff has requested
that the adopted Mission Valley West Light Rail Transit (LRT)
line be illustrated on the Mission Valley Community Plan Land Use
Map as well as on Figure 17 of the Plan. MTDB staff believes
that illustration of the LRT line on the Land Use Map, together
with existing and proposed roads, would present a comprehensive
picture of future transportation facilities in Mission valley.
The City Manager concurs with this request and the revised figure
is illtstrated on Attachment 1a.

MTDB staff also requested that the LRT alignment previously
illustrated on Figure 17 of the community plan be updated to
illusttate the adopted alignment (Attachment 1g). In addition,
MTDB staff proposed revislons to the Intra-valley Shuttle Bus
Route shown on"Fiqure 17. Planning staff originally concurred
with these requests and the Planning Commission approved these
changes. However, a Mission Valley property owner subsequently
questioned the modificatlons to the Intra-vValley Shuttle Bus
Route shown on Figure 17. Upon further review, it was determined
that changes to the Intra-valley Shuttle Bus Route had not been
approved by the MTD Board. Rather, the bus route changes were a
prediction by MTDB staff of what is likely to occur. Because of
this, the City Manager is recommending that the shuttls bus route
previously included on Figure 17 of the community plan be
retained. The LRT line would be revised to illustratz the
adopted alignment. The proposed Figure 17 is shown on g

-~
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Proposed Downtown
Plan Amendments

July 31, 2007

Centre City Development
Corporation

Proposed Amendments

A group of modifications to:

» Downtown Community Plan

sRedevelopment Plan for Centre City
Redevelopment Project

= Centre City Planned District
Ordinance

Reasons for Amendments

« Based on performance of new PDO
bonus programs

«Cleanup items
s Streamlining

s Conslstency among planning
documents

Public Process

Public Workshops (February - May)
= Centre City Advisory Committee
« CCDC Board

» Planning Commission

Public Meetings (May-lJune)
» CCAC

= CCDC Board

» Planning Commission

Downtown Community Plan

» Modify Land Use Maps,
consistent with PDO’s Proposed
Rezonings ‘

« Minor Cleanups

Centre City
Planned District Ordinance

Land Use

« Rezone 12 blocks (all mixed-use)

» Social Services/Homeless Facilities - allow
Ya-mile separation requirement modifications

FAR Bonuses

» Increase Bonus for Affordable Rental Housing

= Modify Eco-Roof and Three-Bedroom Unit
Bonuses to increase Public Benefits

« Delete Public ROW Improvements Program

Urban Design .
= Misceilaneous Minor Changes/Cleanups




Centre City
Planned District Ordinance

Land Use :

« Rezone 12 blocks (all mixed-use)

» Social Services/Homeless Facilities - allow
Y%-mile separation requirement modgifications

FAR Bonuses

« Increase Bonus for Affordable Rental Housing

= Modify Eco-Roof and Three-Bedroom Unit
Bonuses to increase Public Benefits

» Delete Public ROW Improvements Program

Urban Design
s Miscellaneous Minor Changes/Cleanups

Social Service
Provider/Homeless
Facilities V4 mile
Separation Map

Centre City
Planned District Ordinance

Land Use

» Rezone 12 blocks (all mixed-use) ]

» Social Services/Homeless Facilities - allow
Ya-mile separation requirement modifications

FAR Bonuses

s Increase Bonus for Affordable Rental Housing

« Modify Eco-Roof and Three-Bedroom Unit
Bonuses to increase Public Benefits

« Delete Public ROW Improvements Program

Urban Design
» Miscellaneous Minor Changes/Cleanups

SRO & Living Unit Projects
Parking Requirements

Existing Parking

.-} Potential Parking

Standards Standards
Minimum Minimum
Market Rate | 0.5 spacesfunit Market 0.3 spacesfunit

Rate

50% AMI 0.2 spaces/unit

50% AMI 0.1 spaces/unit

At or below | None
40% aM]

At or below | None
40% AMI

Redevelopment Plan Amendments

« Consolidate Land Use and Project Maps
to streamline document

= Minor Cleanups
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Previous Recommendations

Majority of Amendments

. ggl;nr;rgcsa};:nsupport by CCAC, CCDC Board, Planning Summary &
Recommendation

SRO/Living Unit Parking Reductions

» CCAC/CCDC Board - No change pending parking
study

= Planning Commission — Reduce now

Homeless Facilities Standards

« CCAC 12-11 Oppose
« CCDC Board 5-0 Support
« Planning Commission 4-0 Support

Continue Public Hearing
until September 25, 2007
for Remainder of
Amendments
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Minutes of the Council of the City of San Diego
for the Regular Meeting of Tuesday, July 31, 2007 Page 94

Jarman/Olen

Staff. Rick Wurts - (619) 980-1576
William J. Gersten - Deputy City Attorney

FILE LOCATION: MEET

COUNCIL. ACTION: (Time duration: 2:16 p.m. - 2:37 p.m.)

Testimony in favor by Kathieen Higgins.

MOTION BY ATKINS TO ADOPT THE RESOLUTION WITH DIRECTION TO
REFER THE ISSUE OF THE FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT PERMIT PROCESSING
TO MOVE OVER TO THE PARK AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT. Second by
Faulconer. Passed by the following vote: Peters-yea, Faulconer-yea, Atkins-yea, Young-
yea, Maienschein-not present, Frye-yea, Madaffer-yea, Hueso-yea.

ITEM-341: Proposed 11™ Amendment to the Redevelopment Plan for the Centre City
Redevelopment Project and Amendments to the Downtown Community Plan,
Centre City Planned District Ordinance, Marina Planned District Ordinance, and
the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program of the 2006 Final
Environmental Impact Report for the Downtown Community Plan, Centre City
Planned District Ordinance, and Redevelopment Plan for the Centre City Project
Area — Areawide.

(See Centre City Development Corporation Report CCDC-07-29/CCDC-07-15.
Districts 2 and 8.)

CENTRE CITY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION’S RECOMMENDATION:

Adopt the following resolutions in Subitems A and B; and introduce the ordinances in
Subitems C and D:

Subitem-A: (R-2008-65) ADOPTED AS RESOLUTION R-302930

Approving the proposed amendments to the Downtown Community Plan;
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Minutes of the Council of the City of San Diego
for the Regular Meeting of Tuesday, July 31, 2007 Page 95

Declaring that the provisions of the Downtown Community Plan and amendments
shall not be applicable within the Coastal Zone until the day the California
Coastal Commission unconditionally certifies the Downtown Community Plan, as
amended, as a local coastal amendment; and until such certification, the
provisions of the 1992 Centre City Community Plan, and all amendments thereto,

- shall be applicable within the Coastal Zone. If the Downtown Community Plan is
not certified, or is certified with conditions or modifications by the California
Coastal Commission and such conditions or modifications are not accepted by the
City of San Diego, the provisions of the Downtown Community Plan shall be null
and void within the Coastal Zone and the provisions of the 1992 Centre City
Community Plan, and all amendments thereto, shall be applicable in the Coastal
Zone.

Subitem-B: (R-2008-66)  ADOPTED AS RESOLUTION R-302931

Certifying that the Redevelopment Agency has reviewed and considered
information contained in the proposed addendum to the final environmental
impact report (final EIR) for the Centre City Redevelopment Project, the
Downtown Community Plan, the Centre City Planned District Ordinance and the
Tenth Amendment to the Redevelopment Plan for Centre City Redevelopment
Project with respect to the Proposed 11" amendment to the Redevelopment Plan
for the Centre City Redevelopment Project and amendments to the Downtown
Community Plan and Centre City Planned District Ordinance.

Subitem-C: (0-2008-6) INTRODUCED, TO BE ADOPTED
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 4, 2007

Introduction of an Ordinance approving and adopting the proposed 11®
Amendment to the Redevelopment Plan for the Centre City Redevelopment
Project, for the purpose of making necessary changes to consolidate the land use
and project maps in order to create consistency among planning documents.
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Minutes of the Council of the City of San Diego
for the Regular Meeting of Tuesday, July 31, 2007 Page 96

Subitem-D: (0-2008-9 REV1) INTRODUCED AS AMENDED, TO BE
ADOPTED TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 4, 2007

Introduction of an Ordinance Amending Sections 156.0302, 156.0303, 156.0304,
156.0305, 156.0307, 156.0308, 156.0309, 156.0310, 156.0311, 156.0313,
156.0314 and 156.0315, and Substituting New Figure B, in Chapter 15, Article 6,
Division 3, relating to Land Use, FAR Bonus Programs, Urban Design,
Procedures/Calculations, Parking, and Signs pertaining to revising the Centre City
Planned District Ordinance.

NOTE: This is a Joint Public Hearing with the Redevelopment Agency. See the
Redevelopment Agency Agenda of July 31, 2007 for a companion item.

FILE LOCATION: SUBITEMS A AND B: MEET
' SUBITEMS C AND D: NONE

COUNCIL ACTION: = (Time duration: 3:49 p.m. - 4:36 p.m.)

Testimony in opposition by Gary Smith, Katheryn Rhodes, Paul Downey, and John
Calabotta, David Hazan.

MOTION BY FAULCONER TO ADOPT THE RESOLUTIONS IN SUBITEMS A
AND B AND TO INTRODUCE THE ORDINANCES IN SUBITEMS C AND D WITH
THE EXPECTION THAT THE PROPOSED REDUCTIONS FOR THE MARKET-
RATE SINGLE ROOM OCCUPANCIES AND LIVING UNITS BE BROUGHT BACK
AFTER THE DOWNTOWN PARKING STUDY IS COMPLETE. DELETE THE
DEFINITION OF “CONDO-HOTEL” IN SUBITEM D UNTIL STAFF GATHERS
FURTHER INFORMATION AND REPORTS BACK IN TWO MONTHS. IN
SUBITEM C, INCLUDE INFORMATION FROM THE ERRATA SHEET WHICH
DELETES THE SENTENCE REFERRING TO THE MAP. CONTINUE THE PUBLIC
HEARING ON THE HISTORICAL RESOQURCES ITEM TO SEPTEMBER 25, 2007.
Second by Madaffer. Passed by the following vote: Peters-yea, Faulconer-yea, Atkins-
yea, Young-yea, Maienschein-not present, Frye-yea, Madaffer-yea, Hueso-vea.



001152

Minutes of the Council of the City of San Diego
for the Regular Meeting of Tuesday, July 31, 2007 Page 98

Jarman/Qlen

Staff: Rick Wurts - (619) 980-1576
William J. Gersten - Deputy City Attorney

FILE LOCATION: MEET
COUNCIL ACTION: (Time duration: 2:16 p.m. - 2:37 p.m.)
Testimony in favor by Kathleen Higgins.

MOTION BY ATKINS TO ADOPT THE RESOLUTION WITH DIRECTION TO
REFER THE ISSUE OF THE FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT PERMIT PROCESSING
TO MOVE OVER TO THE PARK AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT. Second by
Faulconer. Passed by the following vote: Peters-vea, Faulconer-yea, Atkins-vea, Young-
yea, Maienschein-not present, Frye-yea, Madaffer-yea, Hueso-yea.

ITEM-341: Proposed 11 Amendment to the Redevelopment Plan for the Centre City
Redevelopment Project and Amendments to the Downtown Community Plan,
Centre City Planned District Ordinance, Marina Planned District Ordinance, and
the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program of the 2006 Final
Environmental Impact Report for the Downtown Community Plan, Centre City
Planned District Ordinance, and Redevelopment Plan for the Centre City Project
Area — Areawide.

(See Centre City Development Corporation Report CCDC-07-29/CCDC-07-15.
Districts 2 and 8.)

CENTRE CITY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION'S RECOMMENDA TION:

Adopt the following resolutions in Subitems A and B; and introduce the ordinances in
Subitems C and D:

Subitem-A: (R-2008-65)  ADOPTED AS RESOLUTION R-302930

Approving the proposed amendments to the Downtown Community Pian;
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Minutes of the Council of the City of San Diego
for the Regular Meeting of Tuesday, July 31, 2007 ' Page 100

Subitem-D: (0-2008-3 REV1) INTRODUCED AS AMENDED, TO BE
ADOPTED TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 4, 2007

Introduction of an Ordinance Amending Sections 156.0302, 156.0303, 156.0304,
156.0305, 156.0307, 156.0308, 156.0309, 156.0310, 156.0311, 156.0313,
156.0314 and 156.0315, and Substituting New Figure B, in Chapter 15, Article 6,
Division 3, relating to Land Use, FAR Bonus Programs, Urban Design,
Procedures/Calculations, Parking, and Signs pertaining to revising the Centre City
Planned District Ordinance.

"NOTE: This is a Joint Public Hearing with the Redevelopment Agency. See the
Redevelopment Agency Agenda of July 31, 2007 for a companion item.

FILE LOCATION: SUBITEMS A AND B: MEET
SUBITEMS C AND D: NONE

COUNCIL ACTION: (Time duration: 3:49 p.m. - 4:36 p.m.)

Testimony in opposition by Gary Smith, Katheryn Rhodes, Paul Downey, and John
Calabotta, David Hazan.

MOTION BY FAULCONER TO ADOPT THE RESOLUTIONS IN SUBITEMS A
AND B AND TO INTRODUCE THE ORDINANCES IN SUBITEMS C AND D WITH

e ITHAT THE PROPOSED REDUCTIONS FOR THE MARKET-
RATE STf OOM OCCUPANCIES AND LIVING UNITS BE BROUGHT BACK
AFTER THE DOWNTOWN PARKING STUDY IS COMPLETE. DELETE THE
DEFINITION OF “CONDO-HOTEL” IN SUBITEM D UNTIL STAFF GATHERS
FURTHER INFORMATION AND REPORTS BACK IN TWO MONTHS. IN
SUBITEM C, INCLUDE INFORMATION FROM THE ERRATA SHEET WHICH
DELETES THE SENTENCE REFERRING TO THE MAP. CONTINUE THE PUBLIC
HEARING ON THE HISTORICAL RESOURCES ITEM TO SEPTEMBER 25, 2007.
Second by Madaffer. Passed by the following vote: Peters-yea, Faulconer-yea, Atkins-
yea, Young-yea, Maienschein-not present, Frye-yea, Madaffer-yea, Hueso-yea.




